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Sociotropic Evaluation and
Partisanship of Japanese Voters

KA T

Hanako Ohmura

This research aims to assess the partisan bias problem in economic voting theory, focusing
on the Japanese electorate. Recent research on economic voting has cast attention on the
partisan bias problem mentioning that those who approve of the ruling parties/incumbent
politicians are more apt to provide a high evaluation of the present socio-economic status.
Literature stressing partisan bias comprises studies mainly conducted in the United States,
where the partisan effect is considered stronger than that in other countries, founded on
party identification. On the contrary, in Japan, the partisan bias is theoretically predicted
to be lower than is seen in the United States, since there appears to be a fluctuation in the
causal effect ranging from partisanship to approval of the government. In the Japanese
context, sociotropic economic evaluation is more likely to occur unlike in the U.S. case,
and the causal effect of social economic assessment is expected to influence approval of
the government. This research is an attempt to show the longitudinal transition of the
causal effect of sociotropic economic evaluations on approval of the government using the
Japan Election Studies data and demonstrate that sociotropic evaluations continue to affect
approval of the Cabinet, even controlling the partisan effect.
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Key Words : Economic Voting, Partisan Bias, Party Support, Sociotropic Evaluation

EEEPLELTBFOT AT Y I T4
L, RENREERILENICHERT 2
720 AHEADBUFOR ZFHE L. €h
D LICLABEBRELITH) T LRkDOEND
(Besley 2007; Fearon 1999)'s # L T, &M ¥
B % S 2 720 DF T R EMOF 0
DVEDE LT, BIFOERIIHT 2523

59 % & # 2 51T &7 (Healy and Malhotra
2013; Fiorina 1981). Z RGO .Ox g
DHS, BUFF OREFEBOR OB 253 2 K5 EEAl
THH, BFFMHID EOCHEFEOREL LT,
5 ¥% 2= (economic voting) REMHR EN B Z &
IZ % - 7z (Lewis-Beck and Paldam 2000; Lewis-
Beck and Stegmaier 2000, 2013; Anderson
2007), MBEHTZORMAD L & T, HHH

1 ARWTVITHI YY) T 11&, FRZ[EET A7~ %Y T 1 (electoral accountability) |% 73 (K14 + #4%2015 ; Manin et al. 1999) .
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DR FBHRNIK T 5 5l &, AESH R R FIR
o~ @ # ik % (Singer and Carlin 2013; Gomez
and Wilson 2001; Lewis-Beck 1986; Kinder and
Kiewiet 1979, 1981; Kinder et al. 1989). & A
DL HLIMEDOKRK%L @ L T (Feldman 1982
Nannensted and Paldam 1994; Grafstein 2008) .
BORF 203 2 LR R E RO RBIUTEEL 5 2
LIEPEEINTVS,
COXHITRFERER, THAI I T LD
BEROERE LT AZTOBEREOKRRAZ &
LR 572ODOHNEEREMEIT SN, KW
FRORE LR YHTTE. Kk, HROHHE
FHIFEHL, HAOYA, BREXFOREERE
LTORREEEERE LT, FHFHl2 T 5%
PUCD 7O TRRVERELEZ ONDL L ERT,
RBHEHEZICHET 2RCROFEIC BT, B
W R E T RIS BEHEA B~ O H
REREERIRICG 2 B EAFHI S T& 22
& & FRT 5 R FEASIE 3258 (the revisionism
of economic voting) & MHEN 2 R AR IR T
&7z BHEZAORBEIEOBMMEIER LSS
12 HEORIRI 2 ZFRHEAT U CREVEETHI I 72
B HZ XD, RHEIFMASBOFII N 5 3k
G2 BWEPRESAMBONTEALETLH
HThbo FHFHM, BULSR BUF~OZFD
HOWEEZZER L0 217 o 72612, &0
FHli AR O RIRAIHRITAR L TR v, 1 ZEALE
ROONBZVWETLHAITRINGE Z LI o72,
ARZB VTR, &9 LoRFEHRFEORA 2 i)
T BRCKROBIZEIIH LT, HAOEHERIZHT
SDHIRNRL BN ERMEL D 22 L2 WHAT
%o BIHBNTH2HLOOMIICRESI NS L H I
(Taniguchi 2016). H A DH MeH O #3751 X
WekoBa 850, ) HEEROFRIE
EHELTWDZEPRESINL, EEDOHAT
&, BHEZEDORANA T AL &0 bIFRiRMEIc &
BNAEMNA T AZZERLIHEICD . BFIRN

AN FHI A B G AN D LHFRAR IO DD T
ENRZTL Bo ARTIE. 19804EM LD A HE
BT B IR b LS, RIS AT 2%
PUTH-Z TEIZRNREF e 7 HTRT 2 &
W&o T FEOIMRD KWL L 725 Ko B AR
OLNLEZLEHNET 5,

DB, WRESIZ BT, SERGHIE - #5234
TR OBBIEDOHIIIBNTED L) RfLiED
FIEHL0h%E, TTRIRBIT L, ZoOBHEYZ
. BHEEDOTHNA T AN & BRI oI5
PEICERT T, SLIRME N A 7 AUHE D REET
i D R FHAT O B % 4% 5 RO MR % £ &
b0 LAL. ZNH0OFCKEHULE LRI
LC. HADOHMZIZ L 5FETFMIZR L - 72
BB UGEIlb 725 3RS 5 Z & ifih
%o L TH3MITIR, HERIUIK T 2 KETHET
MDOFh R, BOEXFRFOLEMEAT O & TORGFET
i OFN % ENZNMRFYIRT Z LI2L - T
FEVE AT DR RAT20004F LR U TR EW T H
0. EIRMEOEBIIRENTH S L OMAE L
T2, ZFLTHABIIBVWTARBOHMRAZ 0
#®iT, SHROMRRELIVRT 5,

2. HIEZFORM/NA 7 X EREFE—F RN
17 ZADME
2. BEBRBELEVOIFHEEICE S TOFHIHY
HHEB I X B BOR~ ORI L. BUAM % S FF
RREROEN 25T ELEEEDOVE
DEEZLNTE, AMHIZE > T BN
FIFICRRT 5 BOR AN Z IO Y —2 L LT
WHTAZEPRET LV EEZZOLNE—HT. K
HRFAI O FRAMAF A S VWb DT R, B
ISR $ 2 FRR R BRI PERYE OB 2 2T %
(Luskin 1987; Sniderman et al. 1993; Kuklinski
and Quirk 2000), A MR (&, FIERE O RIUER
ATy TFRI e AFEFENED I W BURI R IZ D A
KIS B DIFTIE RV, BORREETVERILRL
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7o RATIRZRIC B Tld, AMER SRR BT % %
W 272012, L > THENDW-ShTW
HIENREEFLWEEZOND[ARDOD DA%
M (valence advantages) /O F 0301 (cue) % D &
2y BOEREME OBRIRE T o> T b 2 e EE
& N7z (Stokes 1992 : 143; Adams 2012: 404- 407 ;
%% : Lenz 2012)° A HEDH AT, B
WThrI e, BKE LTOERL Vo EHD
EEND, BORIHlAE R R 2 F b KA
DLDTH > TAMEFEMEZ IEST DI LT,
SEREATM LM LA U7y B OB Rk & »
IME % FEL, BOREHMIC NS & Z ORI
IEHHRINEVE RSN TH S,

Z LT, AMHEHOERGHIZ D < HRICB W

THLZ O O7%, FEFHIREITNT % ERA~D
FRAM AR L 7R FE B R oM TH B0 ReFk

Hob LT, AHERIBNORERE LT, BN
D~ 7 TREFEFEITBT 5 BOREE OBREIEH
L. ZNZBUFFANOSHF - AR, Bk 558
DR - FRADOHEZLL o 7AW RIS 5,
RREHORICT 2 BUF ORI, BURIRIE SRS
BOLHFE L DBHICHE L, AHEEICE > THEL
WEBREEHET ALY AT 4 AEL
THM < 2 &AME &7z (Healy and Malhotra
2013; Woon 2012), L % L BT OREFFBOR O ¥k
E BEOLDOTHL L) BIGTREEDOD LT
BEREOTIH,Y & LTOMEEE>—T, K

TE5 LIRS AHEHAIZL > THHWEEZR
HHIE, EREOBERIHIRC, i d IR R -

72RO S DR Y« 2 ABUGRH % O
R ERFOBFUHH S NPTV & 28R LD
FH E N5 (Healy and Lenz 2014)s 29 L7272
HNA T ADOFAEDP TR I NLH T, mDERS
N7 DS, AHEEDSEIRED L > X%l LT
LWBEZHMLE ) & T2 L2 ERMTLb0
THoTz,

2-2. SR/ N T A DRERE

BOREH 1 HE X % & FRA AR AM I & & 2
ODNLERBFMTH-oTH, AHEFIILZALD
RHNA T AZHET L. 2RI HEkE
DBV EC LMD D 2% Z 9 LilmnN
AT7ADENT, RODEFEREETLLEEZOLN

72D W[ 3RS A 7 A (partisan bias) O ET
& % (Simonowitz 2015; Lenz 2012; Bartels 2002;

Gerber and Green 1999) . A HMEH 3B 7 5218
T2 B9 HREFAHIIC A T SEiRktED e 2 —1)
AT A4 v 7 AL CTHEE T I HE0H 5,
CEY., IR REEATED T E RBHBUR
@%ﬁ‘ﬁ IEDRVWHOE LCEHMiish, ZFRL%
WEREOZNIMES AL 5N D, T LI
Bl S SE IR OB HANIZ T2 D TH B
5% 613, REFEHEIBURIY 2 SR - ISR
OFEROFRE LTHEN LR D LIZAZ SINE

M4 DFEFBOR O R & H A DI HE

Sl b o T L CHREVTRHI & seiRMES, Blaw b ik

[EESNARRE]E W) T, Frusic B 2 4 E (valence) 4+ 5. %7 (salience) MO ERBUHB L 2 DTH B, F7-¥H
APl SEIRMER D LIS L AR OB R EEPGE R ST A T L LT WBEILES 515 (Fiorina 1981)s ARO L 2 —I2
BUI2EAL, ZOHE,ASKRELEND DOTIER VAL 2000418 LI OfE A PG (unified theory) b &R EED E’CO)UFB(
RIVER & L CORERIETE L W) D) 2 QEICEWTWS 2 & > TH & 721> (Stokes 1992; Adams ef al. 2005; Adams 2012)
9 L7eWiFEDFR 1T, 7o & ZidLenz (2012) 13, AHEHAVBORICH LTRIES 5 2 L HRIETH 2 DITH LT, ﬂﬂ%ﬂmwﬁ%tcié%ﬁﬁ
WIERIB LR, EHITEHIFE LOBHAROIRT 2ECEE RV KL AHAICH 5 L A2 WL LT b,
BL, BFHELZERFZO G L LTOARMBEDT L DIFIEMTIE RV BEFEREEI, R (prospective voting) DHHLA LS
BULRFERTEE LTk shs L bbb Gk 2009; Lewis-Beck and Paldam 2000) o
AHEH DRI % D < DALREYE - Waditk % BRI 2 BUfs (BHES-5¢/ BURGER) &, BB 48 U T~ 7 n &l - MBOZEICL D%
Ao, AHEAEOHZIIKRY LT VBB ORISR EZHEPNICH 225 L, BFERROFELZHROT 24 vy 74 TEFD,
CDAN=ZANERFEFZDE, AHEHICL2RFRTEOLEE. ZRICEEL L9 LT 2BFOMIE L OBRIE. BUARFEFICBIT 5
FERSHREE OV DL SN TELBIANRAMBR O & BRITEZ 75> Z L AVRIE S 1L % (Healy and Malhotra 2013: 288-290; Alt
2002)0 & L CREDRFREOMEIL, BUARSAMHBRGO P CEHSNAHERL I L OBHERL PO BB LDOH 5 (Achen
and Bartels 2004; Anderson 2007; Huber et al. 2012).
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m EbPAEEEZROZ LICL D, RIEFHE O R
(N3 O e s G A BT I SRS 5
R BUFFAN D S0 2 REGEFAIT O KRB 3 138
RKICHEBEIR I EFMEEEZLZONS, #1L
Ty ARG L2 B\ T, a2
B R BUF~DZFIZG 2 2 HRRRIGREN
THAEAILEPREND L)k o7 TNHD
AR TRV BE 15 1E 2 2% (the revisionism of
economic voting) | & Wh i, BHFZRZICHT S
PR 2 5 2383035 b D & 7 - 72 (Tilley and
Hobolt 2011: 12-13; Anderson 2007) o

RFHE B ERIAMES T 5N LD N h
TV EDIE, NAVAEDT—5 ZFHT 52
ETH oz SIRMEARRIE IR FMIC S 2 5
WEE LD R L7201, MR EERE LN E
BHEENTZZOTH LB H—N—kz—IN—d,
20064F > 7 A 1) 71 D R ASF 212 M S Az 8
AN - F=F EGHTH I LT, RIREDEFT
252 2 HEPFEHRTERVSDOTHLI L %
18%# L 7z (Gerber and Huber 2010). 20064E o
W2 Cld, RERD LTl % S
L. BHEETH 5 ILH%EE T L CTHRENS IR S
otz ZOFHENEBIROTEAUT & o THREFET
flinsk & < ZEb Y. 20084 D KAEFEREI AT 7=
BEERICEEARONE D% 51F, BHEHYSO
15§71 ARY 715 6 S e A T -
527 LEZDBIEDNTED, ZORKEED
LA = N—=51E, 20064 D 5#E S LT & DUFE T
Falili & BRI R S, SEIRVEDSRE T
M RIFTRBRRSKE o 72 2 & B HETwD
FTwa,

FhIT s RET V= AFY A
DEMEH ZXLE LTy 19924 7 59T T
TOSRIZD T B33 VD 7 — & 2R T
KETFT WL o THM L. RFRITH T 5 580k
PEAFEFBORIS T 25l EAZ b 7265 2
L FEELPORFIFMLY, I»DITo
T UG O PRSF S D BUE SR O T HIRSF 58~ D
BEICHLTHRzH>Z e 2P oML Tw
% (Evans and Andersen 2006; 2% : Evans and
Pickup 2010) Chzdbo>TTY 7 Y AL, 5%
RPE D FRRRATEGEETAM, 2 LRI LT
NAERZRODOTIEI R VEEZHEAL TWA, [H
IS, A FY ROV TORKBEY O T — % %5047
LZEdDE LT, YaryA MY S505Hinrs b
PLL 72 BAS3E AL 7- (Johnston ef al. 2005). F
LU ALS, TAVAOEHEEICHL T, 4K
HWEIC DL — Y 2 A RHELZMAL T 2 VD
T—F LT ORI THER L IR %
B & OREFFFAM~ DRI ARG 72 77— & D55
MEBELCTOHBEEIN TRV E2HE LT
% (Enns et al. 2012)o X > T. BB % 5ERME
W&o TH b SNz TR E LT,
HEHI O R\ RICEB SN TV 2 2 & 255
Ihiz,

INHDONRAN - F—F ZPTGHITH L
T —RRG OB T — % ZFH L. 8K
WEEALZZNDHAL RSN TWwE, Ev o
Ty TELTy Y RE TRAYAIBYT HHEEH
BHERERZ BEEHE LT MAEmoRE
AR, AL &R O R G R, SCIREE. B~ O
XRHOMORREEZREET 50 EIToTw5

5 X DBHEZMEE LT, BESHIICN T 5 IRME N A 7 AORIEIL, BI2EMBE OB A RNREEICL EE SR, ST ML
X 9IS, BEFBORICN 3 5 ML, RN LBOHMi 2 W% T2 2=V AT 4 7 AD L) ITHETL2MWE D H 2D, ZOMEEET
B &, REBORICH T 25 MNENEMIRREO L 2 =) AT 4 7 A0 BB E LT 57200 Tl { BFFESBOEHIO e 22— X
TAZALLTHORET 2L V) —HbHD, ZDLH I, BFMA L 2—) X747 AOBHEZY, Thbea—-YRAT47REL
THOEHZEMRET S L VI L EOME L PN OFRE LIRIEE L EN TR 0nD, SBROBGEREN D EDEFXETHS ),

6 NN F—F TR WEEKIE 7 — 7 % WA R R 2812, Wlezien et al. (1997). van der Brug et al. (2007) %% %0 WEh b 5k
Pz v LI B FLRINDS, BFFC R R 2 A L TB Y. FRE L OREFMAE IR SRR ILRIUC G 2 23 B BRI S

TWAHIEZHML T2,
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(Pickup and Evans 2013)7, {H&EEEHEIEZIZ.
FEZIZH LT [WEPEFICE->TOREL
b (72 2 ITH, RE. KRR E)OHVRD
ZHRDLHDTH Y, HHEH ORI RS
DERELTHOLNRTWS, T, THWE
£ B UOFHMA, EIREDOF22D 2 ML TD
25 &NBEIRE LI o TRIRMEISH L
THMER T, KA U CNAER 2 B Vg
XS 2 RPN & B EA S L7z BT RIFEEm o
—HMEERERD LEBRAONT, T ORE,
R T R AT O ZALIT N B R % 3CRfIC
KRR R & o 0s, B CORERHE O Z LD
BRFBD LNV ENPSLMIZEN TV D,

23 BERICH T BRI IF LR BFTMCBET 3
R4
COEHET AN ARAF) A %G L L2
FATBW T, KSR IE Rk - B SRR & AT
MATHIHE DL SIS Nze 2 LTHK
FXFFDOFEFONEN LR A BRI L CTHM L 728
HUS, REIF AR O LR Gk I H 2
5 RBERFIIFEDS L b O TRV DT &
NBHZ el otz AHEHDREFBOR % HINI %
CLIIWNEETH LD LS, TNERFR
WIS 2EROL » X% LTl 52D TH
NE, ZITHT Y IE) T 1 DATET H43H
BHREENZ, LA L, #EBORICET 2 %63
5OHMEEOBERK - ERIEOHEE LTIk
BeRe 3, Z220MN RSN L L COBSRIRE
Wk BUEH R B L BB EN Y a - Ay b

BRINTWDE % LIE, GHEEEBIFOHOBUG
REOERITH L CEBIN R R PR ENE L%
Aol

LALZH LzdRIIBIF 525013, 3L
ME DY AT RETdH 2 LAXR 5 2w sl E
He%T 5, BRUNOBGELFHEILT LR
EM LA N VEOAHERIZE > TEEH
2016). BUEZROROMEDBRENTH 5 DI
it LCy #EGEHE O FERA R G BEmIIC R S
LUREED D o720 T L THARDORFERELZD S
B HATIIEIC BV TId, BRI O R RASBUR
FroshR A, v LI EOPAER IS L
HEICLRDOONE I LARINTE
A& T HAR AN © #2178 (Japan Election
Study V: JES V)7 — % OIUERICHAAATE
Nl (3 N ) BN ¥ 5 W 2 20X 1) 121 1 s
FHER ORER L TR ZBOEICN T 5 XROBR
oMt L7z 2 L CRUMOREFIRI N 5 57
fili& . P T ORFIRI O KT 5 FFET
filias, WNEZFHEHELTWEIEEH LI
7z (Taniguchi 2016)% A% L T AT 7 5F
filild, SCFRFEROZALITH U CRENIICHE B2 RER
MEEZLLZLLTWEWIEDPEA SR TV,
WK TOHHIZB T, HHEEOERIRMEATR S
NTWBZ LI LT, B X AR, itk
BOERFMORN* LV HEWIIELZ5DD
THolzo TLTHHDHHICBWTIE, BREX
FEOATH RN BT X o TREFHM A58 KM X
NDBZENDEEDNS, HhHERELOTHEEE
(inversed probabilistic weight; IPW) 12 & 5 fi{]n]

B, Ev 77y 75005, WA BEISRFEHEL () 2A0)NBEANOIFLEOMOb DL T 5128 L F 5 hd o7z, M3
DNEWNA 7 2AOWEERZ R L. ZNEIUTHIE LS 2 RE L T b, E—0NAERIZNBA~O RO 3 CRlE Bz 4o N
BRSNS 2 S & B IA R A DB & v o 72 B R R AR FE G & NEIANO SRR ICEET 5 2 L, B350k
PEDSERF AN & NEANOLFEOBRF T B L TH D, T THELEZONAEMEITTRT 2 72D IHFEREEZEAL TS, F
72— DOWAEM A 7 A1E, AN TOS i (the within-vairance) DIETH 2 Z &5 5, BEERE TNV AOLSHERE T % ik TR T
Ehve o Ty WIHAIRE ST 2 & —REICHETE %5 T ¥ A ¥ — LEEHEE i (the Lancaster likelihood-based estimator) & & & (24f
EN TR ENT VS,

BRODHHICB VT, RMOREFGICH T 2EEIE, VEFHOFRERRR L OLEEM S bOTH S, IOV TIE, HEFEHOMHIZS
W, RO RE - AR TH o7l ) 20DRL L BONHEMIERG = 2 —2) DTNV —T&51F, MO SN HRIC K - TBE
NDOIFEWED DD MDD TV D, FHIIOWTIE, EBEFROT - IB T 2REFERBLOENLE D LIZL TV,



52

Journal of Policy Studies No.57 (September 2018)

AZaATHEAENT, THUTE Y, B EO®
WA RO L 22 BRI LS & o T RRENEA~ O
SRR BRRZWET S L) HENE LR
720 ZORER EHIREDE E S, PRI 2
BRI & ORI AL BOMEN O SCFRFIZ IR R
REFHOZEPMESINTHEDTH S,
BOOTERN R AL EE 5T, EFEOH
RIZBT D RFTFMZ O BMHEDL LT, R
RO R EAM L 72E12 0, a2 Bt
NOTFFRPEBRPUEEZ 52T b 2 L HH
L2 oTWh, FHEZADBEAL T VDT —
Y &R or e LT PR ATHIC X 55587 T
LBUE RO R % I L 72356012 b RS R O
END B EATRENT WS CFE 2015 ; Maeda
2015)0 KA. HxIm o E -2 B L7 %
FHEAZREHEELZHLTWEI &%, B
B M 52 & TR LKA 2017a)s F 72
USRI E o T, HHADPRIET 2855812
Lo ThH, G & S IRYED N ETE DR IF 5
20 BUFAFET 25 ICBWT XD EONA
PEASES F BRI Sz (ORK 2017b), F /2=
suasfte LT, ZE5eRmC & 20583 & B
R A D B O R ZHM L2 ETHH
BRI ELE L TWAEZEZPSNICL(ZSE
it 2001; Maeda 2010), &~y 7y x4 ¥ kA
TG OB DN LR EBE L T b 2L E2RE
LTwbUE~yr vyt 2015, ZhbHolk
TR RIB T 5 X 912 HARDHHES ORFHF
fifi 13 SEIREE DR R & W L 72 T BUAN 2 308
L THEZHZTWDEITHDL, ZOMEE
¥ 20 RFFHEORRE RV OB R 5.
FEIEGHTIATTZEIIL I,

3. FEAMI—RBETFEORERRNICKHTIER
MRDEE
ARETCE, M2 SRS ATV, REFRRAliAS
5 SEEIU D 72 & 3 RERAY R A RRIREI I HE 2200 B 1F
ExHD D, HHOTTER, HAEMORGFliA
] BOE AR O BUHE G- 5~ OB G- 2 2R R A 5
WL, ZORROHEELRT, LVIDDOTHS,
BILEJESIL ~ IV & [RHTRE: - W H # B3k E R
TIOFT—5 %S LI, HSEMORRFFFMA, B
MeG-5e DBRBE OB ZEI G- 2 DR 2 BGEL 72
O I RAT 4 7 MR OREUE & 95% D15 IEIX
MERLEZLDTH B 19834, 904, 2L T
200L4E DI BTy AR I O R F-M O #
FIRA B SN e - OREED /N
B LA L. 20034F o 5 i B ik B #8028 DR,
20124E D RE 5820 H HRSENOBUHE R O Bl4t %
B €, A RE R oRFEHE S EH VAR T L,
BUE G- 55 OB RS 2 AR T e N,
ZOFERD S, FFIZ20004E M LLE O H AR 0 [H
BUBRZIZB VT, BREFHIIEAHEE OB ETEIC
BOWTELLIERL L >TWBLIEIRBEN S,
F 7R BRI T b H20134E LA
EBGEZIZ B W TR, Bl OREAEIZR T
KELHD, PO LELML TS, HHDS
Mrid. HAROAFHER ORFIFAMIC 351 2 SR
e L. PRI Rl 2 158 3 2 M %
BT HHDTH o705 ZOMAIILD T, &
O HARDEFZ BT 2 KAl e 22 A i
CER L 9 55 L7\ (Taniguchi 2016)
L2l THLHARDOEZEZD LMK L
TOBRBICRBEVEL L LI, “HERELTO
TR - B SR OB R & Al L7 MGiE b L EE &

9 HABMORFIFMICH T 2EME, ET[SOHERDORAREALKELZ LB CETHIE VI bOTH L. ZOEM~OHZEIZHL
T (%) BWTEs, TRWIZI4, TEB5 L2203, v, (2208w 23125 ) BTAEHEHVTw L,
FRURERT B B BHEG5E R O BUHE G- 38 2 T B L G-~ OB ENTE[1] %2 2P OBEA~OHZNII[0] 28 VRS 57 I —%&
BThoo HEEICELTEAR, HIHEHEEOLEDFD LA, I 2 TRIMELR AR RE R LKFR 22 A5 L v HiVS S, H
BREETVERHL TS, T2, ROGHITBVTIZ(M2), T SIXARMOMLTH 2 B5ETFFO D & TORFFMORRIZOVWT,

ZTOGWELFT T o072 b THEEEED D,
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